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F.0O. Box 7582
Baltimore, MD 21207
12 November %32

Seciretary of the FCC

c/o Dffice of the Managing Director
Federal Communications Commission
1719 M Street bW

Washingtorn, DC 20554

Sir: As a volunts=er Communications Watchstander at U.5. Coast Guard
Station Curtis Bay, 1 am receiving a growing number of distress
calls from vessels that are not, themselves, in distress but have
come upon a disabled vessel that has no marine radio and is unable
to signal for help.

These are usually small family boats that have been purchased used
for bottom dollar so that they can get out on the water. They lack
many of the amenities, and when guestioned for the records indicate
that finances preclude them from adding equipmsnt. Many of them have
been warned that a VHF-FM radic abopard reguires a license and that
the lack thereof incwwrs a high penalty if they are inspected.

It 15 the opinion of those of the Auxiliary with whom I have spoken
that an increase of your fees for this license will create an in-—-
creasing problem on the water.

CLEUTHE SMALL BOAT DWNER 1S NOT & BOTTOMLESS WALLET!:1!

Fiesse add this into your eguation.

prtfu;[fLJ] e

Hyman
Lommanaer, Flotilia 17(55R)
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FCC MAIL ROy,

Secretary of the FCC

c/o Office of Managing Director
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

To Whom It May Concern:

Your plan to propose still another new tax, euphemistically referred to as a "user
fee," on holders of VHF marine radio licenses is outrageous.

What is particularly galling is that you just recently increased the "fee” from zero to
$35, and now propose to double it to $70 for a five year license. Do you plan to
go for $140 next year, and $280 the next? All this so we can have the "privilege”
of using the public airwaves.

If you manage to push through this additional tax, | will simply remove the VHF
radio from my boat, and many other boaters will do likewise. Although there may
be a potential safety tradeoff, it would be worth it to have the satisfaction of not
paying another unnecessary TAX to the federal government.

Fortunately, boating organizations will take you to hell and back by way of Capitol
Hill before this sees the light of day, and | will be applauding every step of your

journey. =

J—
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Sincerely fed up,

Wf’“

B. W. McCahill o
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Honorable William F. Caton
Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Planned FCC Regulatory Fees

Dear Mr. Secretary:

This letter is to state my opposition to congressionally mandated increases to radio license
fees for boaters and other mariners (ship station). :

The American Boat and Yacht Council is at the forefront of developing standards for safer
boating, internationally. Any action that increases radio license fees, especially doubling
them, risks the strong possibility of becoming a safety disincentive. Boaters have been
struggling for the past several years to comply with the myriad of federal, state and local
regulations imposed on them, principally for revenue-generation. Boating safety records
are impressive and improving, and compliance commendable. However, this proposed
fiscal action may cause thousands of boaters and other non-compulsory radio equipped
vessels to reach the limit of despair and not license their ship stations. This kind of
response, although not supported by ABYC, is a very real possnblhty and a-dangerous
s1tuatlon from a safety perspective.

We boaters as a group are certainly doing our part to improve safety records, comply with
regulations and contribute through numerous taxes and fees. It is important for the FCC
to do its part and waive the increased fee structure to "promote the public interest."

Sincerely,

oOAY

C.T. Moyer, Il
Executive Director (

/jab

3069 Solomon's Island Road, Edgewater, MD 21037 - (410) 956-1050 - (410) 874-8112 - Fax: (410) 956-2737
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FANIN

13 November 1993

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW
Washington D. C. 20554

I wish to express my feeiings on the proposed new fees for VHF
marine radio Ticenses for recreational boaters.

The primary purpose of a VHF marine radio on a boat is safety.
In the case of an emergency on a river or lake, the marine radio 1is
the only 1link for help for emergency services. Lives are saved as
well as injuries and property loss prevented because of VHF marine
radio.

The VHF marine radio is the only safety device on a boat where a
fee 1is charged. There are no fees for 1ife jackets, flares, flame
arresters and numerous-other safety devices required or otherwise.

The additional cost of a license above the $35 now charged is
adding an extra burden to the boater along with rising docking fees,
fuel costs, and etc. I am sure, because I am one, that many boaters
will simply say "I’ve had enough” and will not pay the fee and will
remove the radio from the boat thus not having the use of this vital
piece of safety equipment. The other factor that will happen is more
boaters will simpiy take a chance and continue to use their radios
without having a license.
¢ I urge you not to increase the VHF license fees beyond the
present $35.

Sincerely vyours, P
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C/John H. Pearson o
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Secretary of the FCC RECE\VED
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW NOv#t 5 993

Washington, D.C. 20554
FCC MAIL ROOM

Dear Secretary,

I am writing to you in regards to the proposed increase in fees fora Ship's Station
License. I believe this USER'S FEE to be in poor judgement. You have the ability
to increase revenue without this fee. Let me explain.

I am a license holder and have been since purchasing my first VHF radio. I know,
first hand, that many owner/operators are not! In today's computer era, you should
be able to cross-reference boat registration with ship's station licenses. Those not
licensed should be dealt with. Not all boats are equipped with a radio but most are.

This seems to be the fair way to generate increased revenue. Why should those who
operate legally pay for those in violation of the law? The fines imposed on the
violators should pay for the policing of the law, and the increased applications will
increase the FCC's coffers.

Regards

bt

Michael D. Brown
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Federal Communications Commission

RECEIVED
1919 M Street

NW,Washington,DC 20554 NOV+ S 1993
Secretary of the FCC FCC MAIL ROOM

c¢/o Office of Managing Director

re: FCC additional "user feesg" Nov.10,1993

Dear Secretary,

I would like to review an article that was brought
to my attention through an article in the Boat / U.S.
November issue. The article states that the FCC is
planning to impose a new "user fee" for the Marine VHF
radio license holder. I have been a boater for the last
8 years and have adhered to all the requirements for
having a boat on US waters. In addition to further my
and others saftey and welfare,I belong to and have
advanced in the United States Power Squadron. My current
position is AP. In this I have learned to be involved to
better the boating saftey and laws that applied to
boating on the lakes and Great lakes. I have witnessed the
Federal "user fee" repeal and do not understand why it
seems that the Boating community is being singled out to
apply these addition costs ,as we are already paying for.
The Motor homes and Campers go unattended and they are
a luxury also. We as Power Squadron members and Boat /
U.S. members want to support boat regulations and laws,
but feel and see that we seem to be singled out for
all these additional costs that are taxes in disguise.

Please take the time to see this from our point of
view and I think as concerned individuals that this is
not fair and will make people operate the Marine VHF
radios without licenses. We as Power Squadron members
and Boat / U.S. members have always tried to and promote
following all regulations.This is an issue that makes it
hard for us when back to back fees are added.

Thank you for your time to review this and I hope
we can see that this is not a good issue or time for this
to occur.

Sincerly, a e
Martin C, Cave K.P. <«
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) 5 1999
5210 Edgewater Drive

OOM Sheffield Lake, Oh 44054
£GC - MAIL R November 10, 1993

Secretary of the FCC

C/0 Office of Managing Director
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Secretary:

We do not own a marine radio to chit chat. Our radio is used mainly
for emergency purposes. The proposed increase to holders of VHF Marine Radio
Licenses is unjustifiable and will be a cost burden to some boaters.

We live on Lake Erie where we have an average of 16 to 20 weeks of
boating. In the year of 1992, only two good weeks of boating. The increase
in boat operating costs are forcing some owners to sell their boats, and is
discouraging would-be boat buyers, especially in this area.

In the past 30 years of boating, the government has taken more of
our tax dollars, and has given us less in return. I say '"NO' to the proposed

increase.

Yours truly,

Rose M. Zaborski
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